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REMARKS 

Claims 1, 24 and 46-47 have been amended. Claims 2-23 and 25-45 have been 
canceled, without prejudice. Claims 48-89 have been added. No new matter has been added. 
Claims 1, 24, and 46-89 are pending in the application. 

EXAMINER INTERVIEW SUMMARY 
On August 23, 2006, Ronald M. Pomerenke, representative for the Applicants, 
conducted a telephonic interview with Examiners David E. Martinez and Fritz M. Fleming. 
Claim 1 was discussed. Published United States Patent Application 2003/0012182 to Sato 
(hereinafter "Sato") was discussed. A proposed claim amendment to Claim 1 was discussed. 
The Examiners agreed that Claim 1, if amended as proposed, would be patentable over Sato. 

CLAIM REJECTIONS 

35 U.S.C. 102 

Claims 1-8, 10-15, 19-21, 23, 24, 25-31, 33-38, 42-44, 46 and 47 have been rejected 
under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Sato. The rejection is traversed for the 
following reasons. 

As amended, Claim 1 recites: 

A method of automatically configuring a port of a network e l e m e nt, 
comprising the steps of: 

discovering information that identifies or describes a device type of a second 

network element that is coupled to a port of a first network element; 
associating the port of the first network element with a port role definition 

selected from a plurality of port role definitions based on the 

discovered information; 
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retrieving zafe one or more configuration settings that are associated with the 

selected port role definition; and 
applying the zero one or more configuration settings to the port of the first 

network element . 

Applicants have amended Claim 1 as proposed in the telephonic Examiner interview. 
Therefore, Claim 1 is allowable over Sato. 

Applicants assert that the added claim language "of the first network element" was 
not added to Claim 1 to distinguish over Sato. Moreover, Applicants assert that the added 
language "of the first network element" does not narrow the scope of Claim 1 . Rather, that 
language was added to make the claim more readable. 

Independent Claims 24 and 46-47 contain similar limitation to those in Claims 1 . 
Therefore, Independent Claims 24 and 46-47 are allowable. 

35 U.S.C. 103 

Claims 9, 16-18, 22, 32, 39-41 and 45 have been rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Sato US 2003/0012182 Al, in view of Nomura US 2003/0188017. 
The cancellation of the dependent claims has rendered this rejection moot. 

NEW CLAIMS 

Claims 48-89 have been added. Claims 48-89 depend from Independent Claims that 
are discussed herein as patentable over Sato. Nomura fails to remedy the deficiency in Sato 
with respect to the Independent claims. Therefore, the independent claims are patentable over 
the combination of Sato and Nomura. Consequently, the dependent claims are allowable 
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based on there dependency. These dependent claims recite additional limitations, which 
further distinguish over the cited art. 

CONCLUSION 

The Applicants believe that all issues raised in the Office Action have been addressed 
and that allowance of the pending claims is appropriate. 

The Examiner is respectfully requested to contact the undersigned by telephone if it is 
believed that such contact would further the examination of the present application. 

For the reasons set forth above, it is respectfully submitted that all of the pending 
claims are now in condition for allowance. Therefore, the issuance of a formal Notice of 
Allowance is believed next in order, and that action is most earnestly solicited. 

To the extent necessary to make this reply timely filed, the Applicants petition for an 
extension of time under 37 C.F.R. § 47.136. 
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If any applicable fee is missing or insufficient, throughout the pendency of this 
application, the Commissioner is hereby authorized to any applicable fees and to credit any 
overpayments to our Deposit Account No. 50-1302. 

Respectfully submitted, 

HICKMAN PALERMO TRUONG & BECKER LLP 



Date: September 8, 2006 

Ronald M. Pomerenke 
Reg. No. 43,009 

2055 Gateway Place, #550 

San Jose, CA 95110 

Telephone: (408) 414-1080, ext. 210 

Facsimile: (408) 414-1076 




CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 

I hereby certify that this correspondence is being deposited with the United States Postal 
Service as first class mail in an envelope addressed to: Mail Stop RCE, Commissioner for 
Patents, P.O. Box 1450, Alexandria, VA 22313-1450. 



on September 8, 2006 
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